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Claims Nos.: 1-7 (all partially) 


Present claim 1 is unclear, because the claim actually does not define 
any structural feature of the claimed device. In particular, the 
specified features of claim 1 are considered non-limiting, because the 
expressions "may be made of...", "can be magnidied. . . " , "can be set..." 
and "may be also built" leave a reader in doubt about the actual 
features of the device. Thus, it is impossible to determine, whether a 
given device actually falls under the scope of the claim. 

Moreover, the expression "materials that can be magnified" is obscoure 
and leaves a reader in doubt about the actual structural features of the 
claimed device. The expression is interpreted as meaning a material 
having a shape that provides a magnifying optical effect. 

While the description vaguely mentions various applications and 
functional properties of the device, it fails to disclose by which 
structural features the described effects are actually obtained. Thus, 
the teaching of the present application does not enable a skilled person 
to carry out the invention. This view is supported by the fact that no 
concrete exemplary embodiment is disclosed. 

Similar remarks apply to claims 2-7. Furthermore, it appears from the 
description that independent claims 2, 4-7 are actually meant to further 
specify the device of claim 1 and are therefore regarded as dependent 
claims. For the search, claims 2, 4-7 are Interpreted in this sense. 

Iri view of the vague and unclear definition of the device and the 
obscure description, It is Impossible to carry out a full search for 
claims 1-7. The incomplete search is based on the following structural 
and functional features of the device of claim 1 which appear to be 
clear from the description: 

Namely, the device is 

- used to "power the solar device more efficiently" 

- used in connection with solar panels 

- made of glass or plastic material having a varying thickness. 

The applicant's attention is drawn to the fact that claims relating to 
inventions in respect of which no international search report has been 
established need not be the subject of an international preliminary 
examination (Rule 66.1(e) PCT). The applicant is advised that the EPO 
policy when acting as an International Preliminary Examining Authority is 
normally not to carry out a preliminary examination on matter which has 
not been searched. This is the case irrespective of whether or not the 
claims are amended following receipt of the search report or during any 
Chapter II procedure. If the application proceeds into the regional phase 
before the EPO, the applicant is reminded that a search may be carried 
out during examination before the EPO (see EPO Guideline C-VI, 8.5), 
should the problems which led to the Article 17(2) declaration be 
overcome . 
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